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FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
[Concluded from page 135.] 


One thing very remarkable with regard to 
preachers of modern orthodoxy is, not so much 
that they believe in a future general judgement 
after death, but the scriptures which they ad- 
duce to prove such a judgement. It is very 
common for them to assert from the desk, that 
the judgement is to take place in a future state ; 
that is, after death, and for proof they repeat 
as scripture the following :—“ It is appointed 
unto all men once tu die, and after this the 
judgement.” Thus mutilating, garbling, and 
interpolating a passage of scripture, or as Paul 
expresses it, “handling the word of God de- 
ceitfully.” They thereby cause many to be- 
lieve there is such a passage of holy writ, and 
of course a judgement as is by them repre- 
sented. This hasbeen doue frequently by one 
who has officiated as Pastor of the Presbyteri- 
an church in this plece, for two or three years 
past; and on a certain occasion, a funeral oc- 
casion, this verse was selected as his text, and 
every time repeated care was taken to add the 
word all,andend the word judgement with a 
full period ; and also, frequently to omit the 
words and as, related io the word so in the next 
verse. Thus repeating the text, conviction 
was carried to the mind of the hearer, or to 
those who pay but little attention to the study 
of the scriptures, that the death spoken of in 
the text, related to the natural death of all 
mankind ; and the judgement to a period af 
ter the natural death of all mankind. 

The reader is now requested to take his Bi- 
ble, set down and turp to Paul’s Epistle to the 
Hebrews and candidly review the 7th, 8th and 
9th chapters, and see if he is then prepared 
to give the 27th verse this “ private interpre- 
tation”, or to disregard the relative use of as 
and so; or toread, “It is appointed unto al/ 
men once to die, and after this the judgement.” 
Ifhe reads with candour he will soon discover 
who those men were, who were appointed once 
to die, and what this death was, and why the 
apostle was led to speak of this death. He 
will also read it as it is written. “ And as it is 
appointed unto men once to die, but after this 
the judgement ; so Christ was once offered to 
bear the sins of many: and unto them that 
look for him shall he appear the second time 


without sin unto salvation.”” Let him then see | 





if it would not be more agreeable with the 
reasoning of the aposile, after draw.ng a_par- 
allel between the old dispensation and the new ; 
or the Abrahamic covenant and the Christian; 
the Priests under the law who were the type 
of Christ, and Christ our great high Priest, 
the anti-type of those Priests, under the law: 
I say is it not more agreeable with the reason- 
ing of the apostle to say that the death of 
those who were appointed once to die, alluded 
to the typical cleansing, or death of those men 
who were high Priests. under the law, that is 
dying in their sacrifices for the justification of 
the children of Israel; that typifying the death 
and resurrection of Christ, “ who gave him- 
self a ransom for all” for the “ justification”’ of 
‘all men” unto life—for every man” the propie 
tiation for the sins of the whole world” 1 Tim. 
ii. 6; Rom. v. 183; Heb. ii. 9 3 1 John, ii. 2. That 
the word “ judgement” in the text, signifies the 
same that it does in Exodus, 28th, 29th, 30th, 
on the same subject, is as evident as it is that 
the apostle is treating upon the same subject. 
He who can lay aside this interpretation of the 
text, and substitute the notion that it respects 
the natural or temporal death of all men, and 
a general judgement after that death for the 
deeds done in this life, is prepared not only to 
mutilate, garble, and interpolate the text, but 
also to deny or contradict the following passa- 
ges of scripture. Heb. ix. 5, 1 Cor. xv. 513 Ist 
Peter iv. 17; 2 Cor. v. 10; Eccl. iii. 16,17. A 
few more remarks on the common notion of a 
general judgement afier death, and we will dis- 
miss the subject. 

First then, those who pretend to believe 
that God will render to every man after death, 
according to deeds done in this life, are the 
very persons who deny the doctrine. For 
say they, though a man sin as with a cart rope, 
until he is ninety-nine years of age and then 
dies, if he breathes out a penitent prayer five 
minutes before his exit, God will pardon him ; 
which is about the same as to say, God will not 
render io him according to his deeds, for his 
deeds have all been wicked, and of course de- 
serve endless misery. For “‘ every sin deserves 
God’s wrath and curse, both in this life and 
that which is to come,” and “the pains of hell 
forever.” But say they, the mn _ has re- 
pented; ah indeed! and what is this repen- 
tance ? Why it is faith in Jesus Christ. And 
how does he obtain this faith? O it is the gift 
of God, to be sure. Then the amount of the 























































































138 





GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 





whole story is this, God will render to him 
according to his deeds, if he does not grant him 
faith and repentance. But if he does grant 


stand and Lwilldo ALL MY PLEASURE.” 


; See the connexion. Isa. xlvi, 10. 


him faith and repentance, and makes him the | 


recipient of eternal blessedness, then God will 


not rencer to him according to his deeds. So | 


that.a day of judgement in a future state for 
the purpose of rendering to this man according 
to his deeds in this life, (whose whole life has 


been one scene of wickedness and deserving of 


endless misery)—is entirely laid aside. This 


then is complete orthodoxy—believe in a future , 


judgement—talk much abvut it—say it is to be 
ina future state, for the purpose of rendering 


to every man according to his deeds done in | 
| Almighty be accomplished, or prosper in the 


this life; and then in reality deny it. While 
the universalist, who believes that § every trans- 
gression and disobedience receives a just re- 


compense of reward.”—that he that -deth | 
wrong receives for the wrong which he has | 


done”—that unto the Lord belongeth mercy, 
for he renders unto every man according to his 
works” ip this life—that a heaven of immortal- 
ity is the free favour of God, and not cepen- 
dent on any good works performed by man in 
this life. This is Heterodoxy. 
Ae: 
Elbridge, 1827. 





FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
REPLY To ‘ A.’ 
[Concluded from page 123.] 
RECIPROCATION. 
‘+ And as ye would that men should do to you, do ye 
also to them likeqise.’’—LUKE vi. 32. 

The above is justly entitled “ the golden rule 
of our Saviour.” It embraces every thing that 
is good, virtuous, and godlike. There is not 
an exceptionable feature about it. I’ may be 
applied to all our relations and concerns in life. 
As none of us “would, that men should do” us 
evil, so, we should be careful, ever to “ recom- 
pense to nc man evil for evil.” And, as we 
are often seeking and obtaining favours of oth- 
ers, of various kinds, we should always recip- 
rocate, according to our abilities “ for this is the 
law and the prophets.” Hence I think my- 
self justified in propounding a few questions for 
* A’s,” consideration, hoping that he will give 
them all the attention they deserve. Let the 
merits and importance of the several subjects 
proposed, be fairly and candidly considered in 
the light of scripture and reason whatever may 


be the result, and let our cnly object be to | 


know “ what is truth.” In bringing forward 
my questions I shall accompany them with 
quotations from the holy scriptures which ‘A,’ 
is requested carefully to notice. I exhibit, 
then, the following: 

1. Had the Almighty, ‘from the beginning,’ 
any purpose, will, counsel, design, or pleasure, 
in régard to mankind, bis offspring? [“ DE- 
CLARING THE END FROM THE BE- 
GINNING and from ancient times the things 
that are not yet done, saying, my counsel shall 








2. What is the will, purpose, or pleasure of 
the Almighty respecting mankind? [Having 
MADt KNOWN unto us the mystery of his 
WILL according to his GUOD PLEASURE 
which he had PURPOSED IN HIMSELF, 
that in the dispensation of the fulness of times 
he might gather together IN ONE ALL 
THINGS IN CHRIST, both which are in 
heaven, and which are on earth, even in him.” 
Eph. i. 9, 10. Who WILL HAVE all men 
to be SAVED and to come unto the knowledge 
of the truth.” 1 ‘Tim. ii. 4 ] 

3. Will the purpose, will, or pleasure of the 


hands of the Messiah? [* The PLEASURE 
of the Lorp shall prosper in his hands.” See 
the context. Isa. Jiii. 10. “IT the Lorp hove 
called thee in righteousness, and will hold thy 
hand and will keep thee, andwill give thee for 
a covenant of the people, for a light of the gen- 
tiles.” xlii. 6.] 

4. Did the Almighty purpose, foresce or de- 
cree from all eternity, the endless misery of a 
part of mankind? [1 will declare the DE- 
CREE: The Lorp hath said, Thou art my 
Son, this day have I begotten thee. Ask of 
me and I will give thee the heathen for thine 
inheritance and the uttertaost parts of the earth 
for thy possession. Thou shalt break them 
with a rod of iron, thou shalt dash them in pie- 
ces like a potter’s vessel.” Ps, ii. 7—9.] 

5. Will God be as much glorified in the end- 
less misery of a part of mankind as in the sal- 
vation of the whole? [‘ For my NAME’S 
SAKE. will I defer mine anger and for my 
PRAISE will I refrain for thee, that I cut thee 
not off: Behold I havo refined thee, but not 
with silver, I have chosen thee in the furnace 
of affliction. For MINE OWN SAKE, even 
for MINE OWN SAKE will I doit; for how 
should my NAME BE VOLLUTED; and 
my GLORY I will not give to another. Isa, 
xlviii. 9—11.] 

6. If God loved the world and sent his Son, 
the fruits of his love (Rom. vy. 8,) to taste 
death for EVERY MAN,” (Heb. it. 9,) [and if 
he loved the WORLD of mankind he must 
have 1 ved the individuals composing the 
world. Ps. exlv. 9,] will he ever change, o1 
cease to love tbe objects whom he once loved? 
[* God is love.” 1 John, iv. 8. With “the 
Father of lights is no variableness, neither shad- 
ow of turning.” James i. 17.] 

7. If God loves the world and his love be 
immutable, will he suffer any part of mankind 
to be endlessly miserable whom he can save 
as well as not and still love them? [* The 
Lord will not cast off forever. But though he 
cause grief, yet will he have compassion accor- 
ding to the multitude of his mercies. For he 
doth not afflict willingly, nor grieve the chil- 
dren of men.” Lam. iii. 31—33. For I will 


not contend forever, neither will I be always 
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wroth; for the spirit should fail before me and 
the souls which I have made.” Isa, lvii. 16.] 

8. Are the punishments or chastisements in- 
flicted upon mankind vindictive, or corrective ? 
[** Whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth, and 
scourgeth every son whom he receiveth.” Heb. 
xii. 6. “ Before Twas afflicted I went astray, 
but now have I kept thy word. Jt is good for 
me that I have been afflicted, that I might learn 
thy statutes. I know, O, Lord, that thy judg- 
meats are right, and that thou in faithfulness 
hast afflicted me.” Ps. cxix. 67, 71, 75 ] 

The wbove interrogatories are humbly sub- 
mitted, hoping, that * A.” will give them as 
much attention as I have given his, and oblige 
one who is desirous to know the truth. The 
quotations accoypanying each question are on- 
ly a specimen of what might be adduced, 

My next inquiries will be on the subject of 
immortality which 1 will forward in due time. 
W. I. REESE. 
IMPARTIAL INVESTIGATOS, 


” 








FOR THE FAITH. 


** EARNESTLY CONTEND 


THE OBJECTIONS OF “A,” 


FROM PAGE 154, 











REPLY T< 


CONTINUED 


We have considered the objections of our cor- 


respondent, as embraced in his th first particu- 


rec 


lars, und come now to review the contrast he has 





exhibited between the arguments of T. G. and the 
bible. His comparison is as follow 
“Fr @.?* 
that all shall be saved.’’ 
** Bible. 


for many, I say unto you, shall 


God wills, purposes and determines, 


Strive to enter in at the strait gate:— 


eek to enter in, 


and shal) not be able.”’ 


“T. G. The requirements of the law prove to 
demonstration that Ged loves all.”’ 

“Buble. Godis angry with the wicked every day.” 

“TT. G. The whole family of man is included in 
Christ’s church.”’ 

“ Bible. Ye are not of my shecp, as I said unto 


you.—They are not all Israel which are of Israe].— 
Many are called, but few cliosen.—Many will say to 
me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not proph- 
esied in thy name? &c.—then will I profess unto 
them I never knew you; depart from me ye that 
work iniquity.’’ 

On the foregoing comparison we remark; first: 


T. G. proved from 1. 'Tim. ii. 2—4. that it is the 
will of God that all men should be saved. This 


fact A. will not pretend to deny. 2. He also pro- 
ved from Eph. i. 8—10. that it is the purpese of God, 


that all shall be 


be seen, whether the passage quoted by A. and ur 
ged as an objection to the foregoing statement, con- 
To show 
that it does not, we have only to remark; 1. There 
is nothing in the passage itself which at all im- 
peaches the proposition of T. G. or relates, in the 
least, to the will, purpose, or determination of God, 


tains any thing at variance with it, or not. 


as referring to the final salvation of mankind. 2. 
The text quoted, when taken in connexion with o- 
ther testimony of the “lively oracles,” proves the 
fact, that all those spoken of in the text as not be- 
ing ‘‘ able”? to enter into the kingdom of God, shall 
receive help. ‘ Ark, and it shal] be given you;— 
seek, and ye shall find; knock and it shall be open- 
ed,”’ is the declaration of our divine Master; and 
although none are able of themselves to knock, o- 
pen, or enter the true door, yet help is promised 
by one who cannot lie. So far, therefore, as con- 
cerns those who ‘seek and are not able’’ to enter 
in, the case is perfectly clear—they shall be blessed 
with the needed help. 

But A. evidently designed to bring forward the 
passage under consideration to show, that some 
shall never enter hearen; and he must maintain, 
that the only thing that can prevent, is the purpose 
of God. How will this idea correspond with a dec- 
Jaration made by him, as noticed under our 2nd gen- 
eral particular? Then he contended that mankind 
are not doomed to hell, by any decree or purpose, 
of God; but are fitted by 


their own wickedness for destruction. But here he 


or “ predetermination’”’ 








gathered together in Christ—in 
other words; that ‘all’’ shall be made obedient to 
the divine authority of the Son, and regenerated by 
his wonder working grace. That God’s purpose, 
orhis ‘will, which he had purposed in himself,” is 
one and the same with his determination, is too ev- 
ident to admit of a reasonable objection. Hence, 
it follows, from premises which A. has not called 


in question, that ‘‘God wills, purposes, and deter- | 


mines, that all shall be saved.’’ It remains only te! 


seems to have Jost sight of his former objections, 
and wo find him contending that those who seek to 
enter heaven, shall not be able! T. G. is accused 
of misrepresenting the doctrines of the bible, and 
of the orthodox, in saying that if some are elected 
from all eternity, and others are passed by and or- 
dained to be damned, the damnation of the non-elect 
is brought about by the predetermination of the Al- 
mighty; and the next thing is, A. contends that 
those who seek to enter into heaven, shall not be 
able! ! 3. That the words under consideration had 
no allusion to another mode of being, but only to 
the kingdom of heaven, here on earth, is evidently 
implied in the text itself, and plainly demonstrated 
by the nature of the case. Beside all this, the fact 
that it does not plainly assert any thing contrary to 
the doctrine advanced and defended by T. G. is e- 
nough of itself to render it obligatory upon A. to 
show wherein it impeaches his argument. When, 
therefore, we take the passage in connexion with 
those quoted by T. G. we learn that it is not in the 
power of man to save himself, but that it is the will, 
purpose and determination of God, to save him, by 
sending Jesus Christ to seek and save that which 
was lost.—Thus, then, we find, that a merciful God 
hath vouchsafed to help those who want help, and 
save those who desire to be saved here; and hath 
purposed in himself to gather together all things in 
Christ, hereafter. Well may it be said, therefore, 
that his Grace which bringeth salvation to all men, 
‘is extended, not only to the Jews, but in a very un- 
limited sense, to all the Gentile world.” 
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Again. T.G. maintained that ‘the requirements 
of the law prove to demonstration, that God loves 
all.” Asan objection to this statement A. quotes 
Ps. vii. 11. ‘God is angry with the wicked every 
day.”” Now, although we have enough in the very 
text quoted by A. to overthrow his objection to the 
doctrine he attempts to bring to nought; yet we 





prefer, for the present, to reason upon the subject. 
How are we.to understand the term anger when ap- 
plied to the Deity? Are we to say that he is angry 
as men are angry? 
or anger, dwells in his bosom? 


Are we to believe, that wrath, 
Let the christian 
beware how he answers these questions. ‘Anger 
resteth only in the bosom of fools!’’ God is not a 
fool, that he should be angry after the manner of 
men. In what sense, then shall we understand the 
term? Ans. 
the wickedness of the wicked; and the term anger 


He disapprobates and disapproves 


is used to convéy an idea elsewhere expressed, that 
He ‘will by no means clear the guilty.”’ It signi- 
fies, that his very nature, his holiness, his love, his 


” 


goodness—are all opposed to the iniquity of man— 
so much opposed, that evil can never be reconciled 
with his attributes, or suffered to exist to endless 
duration. Hence, then, this very fact argues that 
there will be an end of transgression, and all, and 
every, of the evils produced by it. Say, if the rea- 
der please, that there is an infinite devil, an infinite 
hell, and infinite sin to qualify its tenants; say, that 
there is a predisposition in God’s rational offspring 
to rush down to the infernal abodes of the fancied 
devils of orthodoxy—zwhat then? Does all this prove 
that God’s anger or wrath will be satisfied with such 
aresult? If an answer be given in the affirmative, 
it proves that God can be reconciled to an eternal 
EviL*—that he and the devil will both be fed upon 
the same food—will both rejoice together on view- 
ing the direful catastrophe—and that the nature, 
perfections, and love of God, assentto what all 
good men desire to avert, and what none but devils 
could pray to have accomplished? The reflecting 
mind revolts at the picture thus held up to view; 
and reason, as well as revelation, condemns the gross 
absurdity of A.’s proposition ! 

Anger, when ascribed to God, in its most ulimit- 
ed sense, is put for his just displeasure with sin,— 
It no more proves that his love is limited, ‘than it 
does that he is a changeable, fretful, petulant be- 
ing; and he whose creed leads him to suppose the 
almighty Disposer of all events, to be subject to 
wrath or anger, according to the modern aceepta- 
tion of the terms, is to be more pitied than despis- 
ed. Hence, then, for al] that yet appears to the 
gontrary, the requirements of God’s holy law, 
‘* prove to demonstration,”’ that although God dis- 





* That endless damnation is an evil, will never 
be denied by any rational being. It is considered 
an evil to profane the name of God here; and it 
must be a still greater one to blaspheme his name 
to all eternity hereafter. Unless, therefore, sin 
shall be destroyed, it will follow that God is placed 
in t hat kind of diiemma which requires him to be 
reconciled to that which is opposed to his very na- 
ture. 
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approbates sin, yet that he loves all men. Like ¢ 
kind father, while he chastises a froward son, he 
loveshim. Yea, ‘‘whom he Joveth he chasteneth,’ 
&e. 

But, farther -— without appealing to the Law of 
God, for a confirmation of the argument of T. G. 
there is enough to sustainshis position, in the design 
**God 


so loved the world”’ that he sent his only begotten 


of sending the Redeemer into the world. 


son into the world, to be the propitiation for our 
sins. ‘* Herein is love, not that we loved God, but 
that he loved us.”’ &c. 
cause he first loved us.’,—Now observe; the world, 


- Hence, ‘‘we loye him be 

not the elect, not the pious, not the godly—the 
WORLD, we repeat, were those whom God loved.— 
Sinners, like A. and ourselves, were the objects of 
We sinners, were beloved of God 
This 


was the moving cause of all that has ever been 


his affection. 
before the law was ever promulgated. love 
done for the sinful race of men. Love, induced 
God to promise that the seed of the woman should 
bruise the head of the serpent ;—Love, dictated the 
promise that in Christ all nations, kindreds, and 
families of the earth shall he blessed ;—Love dwelt 
in the mind of God when he covenanted to give the 
heathen and the uttermost parts of the earth to 
Christ for his prosession;—Love caused the Son of 
God to suffer for the sake of sinners;—Love con- 
strained the angelick host to shout ‘Glory to God 
in the highest, on earth peace, good will towards 
men ;’’ yea, Love directed the pen of the apostle, 
when he declared that ‘God will have all men to 
be saved!” The Law, which was 430 years after 
the promises made to the patriarchs, was never de- 
signed to destroy all this work of grace—it never 
van disannul these glorious promises. 

But farther :—That the law of God itself proves 
to demonstration that God loves all, will be evident 
1. The law of 
A perfect 
law must be so enacted, that its object shall be at- 
tained. 
all men love the Lord our God with all their heart, 


when we notice a few particulars. 
God ‘‘is perfect, converting the soul.” 
The object in giving the law, was, to have 
mind and strength. If, therefore, this law is per 
fect, and if it shall be administered, and enforced, 
in a righteous manner, it will effect the grand ob- 
ject in view, and al! men will be finally constrained 
to love God. The object, then, in giving the Law 
was founded in benevolence, in love itself; and the 
fair conclusion is, that God would never have given 
man a perfect law for this benevolent purpose, if 
he had not lovedhim. 2, God only requires of us 
to imitate his divine perfections; hence it is that 
we are required, in his Law, to love him, and our 
fellow-beings. There is no other foundation, there- 
fore, fer those commandments on which hang the 
Law and the Prophets, than the eternal and impar- 
tial love of God. See Matt. v. 43—48. God re- 
quires that mankind should be holy as he is holy, 
and unless all are holy in the end, his requirements 
will never be complied with—his law will be prov- 
ed imperfect—and his love will be impeached. Ha- 
tred, we are told, induced the Almighty to make 4 


























hell for his children; and if such were the fact, we 
should think he would have amended the law, so as 
to have it require that some should hate him to all 
eternity ! 

Farther :—-The passage quoted by A. to impeach 
the argument of T. G. when examined, will be 
found to contain nothing to his purpose. See Ps. 
vii. 11. ‘God is angry [with the wicked] every day.” 
Now, A. knows that the words printed in italicks, 
and encloged above in brackets, are supplied by the 
translators, and are no more a part of the sacred 
text, than of the Koran. The text, when the in- 
terpolation is expunged, reads thus--‘‘ God is angry 
everyday!” If, therefore, A. insists that it impea- 
ches the argument of T. G. at all, he will be candid 
enough to admit, that it proves just as clearly, 
that God is angry with every body, every day! In- 
deed, we think it will be as easy to prove that God 
hates all mankind, as that he hates any, (according 
to the import of A.’s objection;) and we are ready 
to show, that if any are hated of God, they are such 
as have a ‘comfortable hope’’ for themselves, and 
piously doom ‘the wicked”’ to hell. 


It remains to consider the other particulars of 


.A.’s communication, which we intended to lay be- 
fore our readers in this number; but want of room 


prevents. . 
[REMAINDER NEXT WEEK. } 





‘Mr, Fanshaw, printer for the New York Tract 
Society, has one or two printing-presses, w hich are 
put in operation by horse-power, applied by asses. 
The editors of the ‘‘Gospe!l Advocate,”’ speaking 
of the circumstance, remark, that they have often 
wondered at the stupidity and worthlessness of some 
of the tracts issued from these presses; but could 
never assign any good reason for this characteristick, 
till they discovered that the tracts were the work of 
jackasses! We do not quote the language precise- 
ly, as we have not their paper athand; but we give 
it substantially.—Are the editors of this paper truly 
gospel advocates? If so, they are no great acquisi- 
tion to the cause of Christianity.’’ 


The above article is copied from the ‘ Canal of 


Intelligence,’’ a paper, published by Levi Hunting- 
ton Young, at Norwich, Conn. It constitutes the 
leading editorial article in the ‘‘Canal,’’ of April 
18, which was politely forwarded to us by a friend 
in Rhode Island. Coming from the “ land of stea- 
dy habits”’ it deserves a passing remark, which we 
give in manner following. 

The article itself, short as it is, contains two 
miserable puns, and.as many misrepresentations.— 
The puns are as follows. ‘Mr. Fanshaw, printer 
for the New York Tract Jeciety, has 1 or 2 print- 
ing-presses, which are put in operation by horse- 
power, applied by asses!’’ This is pun the first! 
The second followeth. ‘Are the editors of this 
paper truly gospel advocates? If so, they are 
RO great acquisition to the cause of christianity.’’ 
This is pun the second! Reader, the sagacious ed- 
itor of the ‘* Canal of Intelligence,”’ informs us, that 
if we are TRULY gospel advocates, then we are 
“‘no great acquisition to the cause of christianity.”’ 
Surely the good people of Norwich must be signal- 
'y favoured, to have such a Canal of Intelligence a- 
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Lai 
mongst them! Why, it is suprising that the editor 
of that useful paper is not employed by Mr. Fan- 
shaw at the press! So much for the puns—now for 
the misrepresentations. 

The aforesaid editor accuses us of having said, that 
‘‘we have often wondered at the stupidity and 
worthlessness of some of the tracts issued from those 
presses; bué could never assign any good reason for 
this characterestick, till we discovered that the 
tracts were the work of jackasses.’’ Now, the 
truth is, we never have said that these tracts were 
the work of jackasses; nor have we intimated any 
such thing. In remarking upon the circumstance, 
we said, that, “‘we had often wondered at the stu: 
piaity of the tracts with which our land is inundated, 
but never till now have been apprised of the fact, 
that the most stupid of all animals are instrumental 
n producing them.’’ These are our words, and if 
the sagacious editor of the ‘‘Canal’’ can distinguish 
between being the author of a tract, and being in- 
strumental in “ producing’ one, he will discover 
his mistake. 

He next declares that he gives our remarks sub- 
stantially as they were made by us. This is a mis- 
take; he has not presented our ideas as they were 
expressed by us, as will appear by a comparison, 
Mr. Levi Huntington Young, in all probability nev- 
er saw our paper containing the article to which he 
alludes ; and betrays a degree of ignorance on the 
subject, which, in a publick journalist, is unpardon- 
able. Most likely, he thought to gain the favour of 
some tract maker by giving a random shot at us, 
and so let fly! The circumstance illustrates the 
truth of the remark made by the N. Y. Reflector, 
which first occasioned our own on this subject-- 
‘that itis by no means uncommon for animals of 
this kind to be connected with the press.’ 


FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
ARGUMENT 
IN FAVOUR OF A FUTURE JUDGEMENT, continued. 

Messrs Editors: In your reply to my last, 
you cheerfully admit that mankind must receive 
“the knowledge of the truth” before they can 
be happy. You also state, that thousands may 
die in ignorance ef God’s love; and farther ; 
that ifthey do not receive the knowledge of 
the truth in this life, they must receive it after 
the resurrection. ‘lLhus far, then wé are a- 
greed, 

But you say you are unable to discover how 
it becomes necessary to have a day of ju 
ment afier the resurrection, to give them ¢ 
knowledge; although you must admit they 
must receive it after the resurrection, if they 
do not obtwin it before. The reason you seem 
to give, why there is no necessity for a day of 
judgement to give them this knowledge, is, 
there are some that do obtain this knowledge 
in this life, without a day of judgement. Yow 
hence draw the conclusion, that, as some come 
to a knowledge of the truth in this lite, without 
aday of judgement, others may obtain the 
same knowledge in the same way, in another 
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mode of being. I can see no propriety in such 
a conclusion, unless you believe, and make it 
appear, that a future state of existence is to be 
like this, which I am confident you will not 
pretend. For, if there is no other way to 
bring those that die ignorant of the truth to 
the knowledge of it in a future state, than that 
pointed out and adopted in this life, it is at 
least probable that many will remain ignorant 
of it eternally; and popery, mahometanism 
may be thus perpetuated, which I presume 
you will not admit. And if you argue that 
there will be means used to bring them to the 





knowledge of the troth in a short period of 


time, or at any particular time, you then ad- 
mit what I contend for, viz. that there will be 
a day or time of judgement, t0 give them such 
knowledge. G. W. B. 
REPLY. 

The reader will bear in mind, that the question in 
debate is, whether there is to be a day of judge- 
ment (according to the common acceptation of 
those terms) after the resurrection of mankind.— 
G. W. B. has undertaken to sustain the affirmative, 
We are by 


but! 


put AAVE 


and we the negative of the question. 
no means bound to make out the negutive ; 
only to examine his arguments in the affirmative.-- 
G. W. B. be 
of general jadgement, after the resurrection 
tioned by Paul 1. Cor. 
sustain himself by arguments drawn from 
&e. He has told us that 
mankind cannot be happy without a knowledge of 
the truth; and, that if they d6 not obtain such 


has assumed that there is to w day 
men- 
xv. and has attempted to 
reason, 


How has he succeeded 2? 


knowledge here, they must hereaficr, or not be hap- 
py. Now, nothing can be more evident than all 
this; but we are yet unable to discover why there 
is to be a general judgement, of necessity, to com- 
municate the necessary knowledge. One after an- 
other are here brought to the knowledge and ack- 
nowledgment of the truth, and yct we have no par- 
ticular day of judgement. 
dinarily communicated to the mind by the use of 
means, here; but in ancient times it was often sent 


Truth we admit, is or- 


home to the soul instantaneously and miraculously, 
For example, the case of Saul. On his way to 
Damascus, he heard a voice which convinced him 
that he was wrong, and had done wrongfully in per- 
secuting the ehristians. In a moment 
another creature—a follower of that Jesus whom he 
had persecuted. Why, then, is it “‘ probable’’ that 
some will remain ignorant of the truth eternally, 


he became 


even admitting no other means will be used hereaf- 
ter than have been used heretofore. The same 
power that could humble a Saul of Tarsus in a mo- 
ment, can, ‘in the twinkling of an eye,” 
convict, and regenerate any other sinner, cither 
Nor does it by any means follow 


convince, 


here or hereafter. 
that all mankind shail be thus wrought upon at one 
time. The work may be successive, and progres- 
sive; or it may be at one time, and effectual in all 
alike, and yet we find no necessity for a judgement 


day. Suppose we should admit that all this shall | 
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be done in ‘a short period of time,’’——does it ne 
cessarily follow that this short period is the judge- 
ment day contended for by G. W. B. 7 By no means. 
For, admitting all that to be true, it would remain 
for our correspondent to show that the ‘short pe- 


riod”? would possess all the essentials of his judge- 


| ment day. After all, therefore, we are unabie to 
discover that our former concessions either impaii 
our own arguments or strengihen those of G. W. 


| B. 


“ 


We wait therefore for our correspondent’s 
Lord,’’ to 


L. 8. F. 


strong reasons,’’ or a ‘thus saith the 
| convince us. 

In the foliowing ietter from brother R. Sirecter, 
| of Portland, Me. the reader will find many judicious 
and a candid 


remarks on the subject of ‘‘ revivals,’ 


refutation of slanderous reports put in circulation 
| by sectarian zealots, prejudicial to the cause of 


truth, and designed to bring into disrepute a doc- 


trine more frequently misrepresented than argu- 


mentatively opposed. The circumstance brings to 


mind instances which have failen under our own ob- 
servation; in which it has been said, of nominal u- 


niversalisis, that they had “ got religion’? when 


they embraced the doctrine of endless misery, and 


discarded universalism. Now, we do not believe 


that a well informed, and sincere universalist, eve: 


did, or ever can embrace the wicked doctrin« 


endless misery; nor do we believe that al! of those 


who psetend to have once believed in the salvation 


of all men, and afterwards to have been “ convert- 


} ed’? to some other faith, always ‘get religion’’ of 
} the right kind. We remember once having been 
; told by a flaming professor of cndless torments, 
| that he once believed in the do of universa- 
| lism; but on being interrogated, he was unable to 


te}! what univers tsdo believe! Another thing; 
| the various denouw ons all unite in palming off 
upon us all the unbe rs in christendom; who 

wre no more entitled to the appellation of universa- 


limitarians. Since 


ul 


lists, than they are to that of 


our opponents find so many real defects (as they 


suppose ) in our faith and practi e, we should be 


glad to be hereafter exonerated from such undeser 





ved imputations; and in return for all the favours 
we ask of our accusers, we promise to do all in ow 
power to convert them to a love of the religion of 





Jesus and the truth of God. Ep. Gos. Apy. 


From the Christian Intelligencer. 

FALSE REPORTS CONTRADICTED. 

Mr. Editor—If yourshould deem it proper 
to publish the following extract of a letter from 
Br. Streeter, of Portland, I hope you will 
give itas early an insertion as possible. The 
publication of it would have atendency to stop 
the circulation of several false rumors, The 
extract is from a private communication; but 
the views of the writer are exhibited in that 
respectful and kind disposition, to which ne 
christian heart could object. 

LOVER OF TRUTH. 





Ss 





, April 6. 





















THE EXTRACT. 
Portland, April 2, 1827. 

Dear Broruer,—Yours of the 27th ultimo, 
was received this morning, and | hasten to 
give you the carliest reply in my power. Iam 
certain that your ‘astonishment’ could not be 
greater on hearing what you relate, than my 
regret is, that such groundless stories should 
be circulated by people professing christian 
godliness, Such reports will operate to the 
discredit of religion in general. It will be dis- 
covered by non-professors, that these stories 
are fabricated to answer sectarian purposes.— 
But, brother, 1 would by no means recommend 
a violent and hasty retort upon the retailers of 
such worthless merchandize. Treat them 
with moderation and calmness. Many of them 
are sincere and honest in the thing, and really 
suppose they are “ doing God-service.” Meet 
them, therefore, with an ingenuous, christian 
spirit, and gently demand the evidences for 
such incredible reports. As they will find 
themselves unable to produce any, seize the 
moment in which they pause to study out a re- 
ply, and kindly show them the impropri- 
ety of giving countenance to such idle tales, 
By ‘his means, you may hope to become 
instrumental in bringing them to a sense 
of their daty, and preventtheir persevering in 
a course, which in their rational moments, 
they would heartily despise. Great allowance 
must be made for the fervor and fury of their 
religious zeal; and we must remember that we 
are all /iable to err in devising means for the 
promotion of our favourite systems. I hope 
this consideration will have a tendency. to make | 
us charitable, humble and patient. © We must | 
employ no weapons in this warfare, but those 
of reason and pursuasion, 

But, to come more directly to the main 
points of your letter. 

1. You say, it is currently reported that I 
have pubhickly declared mu conviction, that the 
revival whichis going on in Portland, is the 
supernatural work of the Holy Ghost ; and 
that I dare uot oppose it, lest I should be found 
fighting against God. 1 reply, 1 do assure 
you, the report is incorrect. I do not believe 
there is any supernatural or miraculous work, 
in this place. My language has uniformly 
been, that I did not admit that any miracles, on 
mind or matter, had faken place, through he- 
man agency, since ahe days of the apostles.— 
And, indeed, I can, to my own satisfaction, 
account for all the excitement which exists, on 
the common principles of causes and effects.— 
The means employed are naturally calculated 
to produce the consequences which follow. 

But, that Ido not oppose, (i. e.) interrupt 
and hinder my religious neighbours, in the 
prosecution of “their own work, in their own 
way,” is readily admitted. ‘They have an un- 
questionable right to meet for religious exer- 
tises, as often as they please; and if people | 


{ 
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| wish to attend, who make no profession of re- 


ligion, I have no right to complain. They 
will probably do some good. It is said that 
several pe:sons, of very suspicious character, 
as well as others, have been reformed ; and in- 
stead of wandering the streets for corrupting 
purposes, spend their evenings at the lecture or 
prayer meetings. And a number of young 
people, whose attention has never been called 
tu religion, are serious, and appear disposed to 
reform and follow Christ. Now, so far as 
these excitements do good, I rejoice; bur 
when carried to excess, so as to produce de- 
rangement or insanity, as has been the case, I 
believe, with several, in this town, [lament. 
The meetings for singing, praying, exhorting, 
knecling, sighing, groaning and screaming are 
kept up every night ; and for my part, I won- 


| der they do uot produce a much greater “ stir” 


among the people, than what is visible. All 
means are employed, and all the passions art- 
fully addressed and perseveringly tried. 

2. It is reported that the most substantial 
members of my Society, have experienced re- 
ligion and left my meeting. As to this experi- 
encing religion, as the phrase is, I hope al/ the 
‘* substantial members” of my meeting contin- 
ue daily to experience the influence “ of pure 
and undefiled religion, before God ard the 
Fatuer.” Atany rate, lam free to confess, 
that I regard none as being “ substantial who 
do not do it. But there are doubtless some, 
in all societies, who are not experimental 
christians, and I should as heartily rejoice as 
any man, to havea true christian experience 
take place in the hearts of all such. But I 
know nothing of the “ overtarn and flocking 
off” from my meeting, of which you speak. 
li is very possible that a few young people, 
of volatile spirits, who have occasionally at- 
tended at the house where I preach, have join- 
ed the “ reformation meetings ;” and if they 
derive any good from it and actually 1:eform, I 
do most sincerely hope they.will remain stead- 
fast, where they are, If they reform and live 
righteously, they will only comply with what I 
have uniformly enjoined upon them. Indeed, 
I challenge any person to come forward, and 
say he ever heard me encourage any body, 
old or young, to continue insin. If any wick- 
ed people expect to be tolerated in such a 
course, by sitting under my ministry, they will 
certainly be mistaken ; and whether they flock 
in one direction or another, is to me & matter 
of concern, only, as Iregard their moral wel- 
fare. I take a scriptural, strait-forward course, 
exposing the enormity and consequence of all 
manner of crimes, regardless of the applause 
or frowns of such as would wish me to pursue 
a difierent one. For, at all events, I am de- 
termined to do my duty, and preserve a clear 
conscience in the sight of God and men. 

3. You tell me, it is believed by many, that 
I have changed my sentiments, but am ashamed 
to confess itin Portland ; and have therefore, 
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asked a dismission, to go to some other place 
and preach a different doctrine. Now, broth- 
er, you excite my surprise ! If | understand you 
the people who would claim me as a believer 
in their doctrine, are making out, that 1 am 
changed toa hypocrite ; and am ashamed to 
own my real sentiments. Well, ifthey should 
preduce such a change in me, it would be a 
great work indeed ; 
than ever you will witness. It would be a 
change of heart; for, I have no incentive or 
disposition, to act hypocritically. And let it 
be, once for all, distinctiy understood, that 
should I be convinced of the truth of end- 
less misery, I should esteem it a privilege,-— 
not a disgrace, to acknowledge (it. There is 
no crime in declaring the convictions of one’s 
mind, even, should it prove on further examina- 
tion, to be wrong. Itaffords me great pleas- 
ure to regard most people, of all denominations 
as sincere in their professions, though many of 
them must,of course be in errours. And mayGod 
grant, that the time may never come when I shall 
feel differ enily, or be unwilling, honestly to de- 
claremy sentiments. As respects the people 
who are carrying on their work of religion and 
zeal, in this town,I necd only say, that desire to 
have no misunderstanding or contention with 
them ;—I must wish them prosperity in all 
that is good, and hope, that, wherein they are 
wrong, they may all be enlightened by the 
great flame of truth and love. 
R. STREETER. 


TRUTH CONFIRMED. 

Messrs Epirors: I think the following cer- 
tificates, in addition to that published in your 
last number, will be acceptable to your read- 
ers. They have reference to a part of Mr. 
King’s slanderous declarations against Mr. 
Lewis Barnes; and pointedly condemn his 


graceless reviling of the dead. 
H. ROBERTS. 


I do hereby certify, that I was personally 
acquainted with the late Mr. Lewis Barnes of 
this town, for six mouths before his death; that 
his character was truly moral; that he spent 
much of his leisure time in reading; and that 
it was his common practice to read a chapter 
or more in the bible before retiring :o repose. 
He boarded and lodged in my house for about 
six months previous to his death. 

MOSES WARRINER. 
22, 1827. 


I boardedand |-dged in the same house with 


ne 


~ Henrietta, April 


greater I apprehend, | 


for sume weeks which precludes the possibility 
of a further consideration of the subjects con- 
troverted in your paper; but will afterwards, 
with the leave of Providence, resume them. | 
Your correspondent kd 
April 27th, 1827. ' 





NEW PUBLICATION. 


We have received the first number of the “ Ey; 


angelical Repository,’’ published at Troy, N. Y. and 


edited by Br. Lemuel Willis. 
pearance is such as to entitle it to patronag:. and 


Its matter and upr 
ensure its success. It is the same size of this pa- 
per, published semi-monthly, at $1,25 per annum, 
We shall be more particular in noticing it hereaf- 


er. May the Lord prosper the good work. 





ReEvicion AND Pouitics. Thomas Mor- 
gan, Esq. of Washington, Pennsylvania, has 
issued a prospectus for publishing a paper at 


| that place to be called “ T'he Herald of the Cross 


and Democratic Eagle.” 





Active Benrvo_ence !—A horse, harnes- 
sed to a chaise, was observed during the great- 
er part of yesterday, tied at the lower end of 
Merchant’s Hall. Some passer-by, more con- 
siderate than the owner of the beast, towards 
night placed on a conspicuous part of the harn- 
ess the following label—*“ Wanted! Half a 
Peck of Outs. Inquire within.” —Bos. Cour. 











DI=D, 


In Avon, N. Y. on the 18th inst. Mrs. Exiza, 


consort of Manson Payne, aged 20 years. She 
was beloved and esteemed in life, and deeply la- 
mented in death. She was endeared to her rela- 
tives and friends, by the tenderest ties, which, as 
all others this side of immorallity must be, were 
sundered by the insatiable king of terrors. Per- 
haps no one acquainted with the circumstances of 
Mrs. Payne’s sickness and suffering, can recollect a 
more perfect example of christian patience and sub- 
mission, than she exhibited. Besides being separa- 
ted from a kind and tender husband, affectionate pa- 
rents and other interesting relatives, she left behind 
her an infant daughter, who, though it had been dis- 
tinguished previously by a name, she requesied, 
some time before her death, should be called Eliza! 
May the Almighty keep and bless the interesting 


' charge, und cause it to possess all the ennobling 


Mr, Lewis Barnes, for about two monihs pre- | 


vious to his death; and during that time I can 
certify the same facts stated by Mr. Warriner 
in the above. 


N. THOMPSON DEAN. 





FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
Messrs. Epitors: I will thank you tv men- | 
tion in your paper that I am necessarily absent | 





virtues of its departed mother! And may the same 
Almighty hand sustain all those who in this bereave- 
ment have lost what earth cannot restore.——-Com. 
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